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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . Claims 1-24 are presented for examination. 

Specification 

2. Applicant is required to update the current application status of all related applications on 
pages 1 and 16 of the specification. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

3. Claims 1 -24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite for 
failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as 
the invention: 

a. In claim 1, "providing at least one operating system command-line utility 
executable to manipulate" is indefinite because it is not made explicitly clear who or what 
is providing the command-line utility and to who or what is it providing to. 

b. In claim 1, "containing" is indefinite because it is not made explicitly clear in the 
claim language if this term implies containment or not. The specification indicates it as 
the technical field but it is not made clear if it is part of the claim language. 

c. In claims 1, 10, and 20, "compartment" is indefinite because it is not made 
explicitly clear in the claim language whether this is a hardware compartment or a 
software compartment. 
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d. In claim 10, "at least one configuration file defining at least one compartment" is 
indefinite because it is not made explicitly clear in the claim language where this is ffom. 
For example, it is unclear if it is located in the compartment or outside the compartment. 
In addition, it is not made explicitly clear whether there is one configuration for one 
compartment, or if a configuration file can be defined for multiple compartments, for 
example. 

e. In claim 10, "means for performing management" is indefinite because it is not 
made explicitly clear in the claim language who or what is performing the management, 
f In claim 20, "managing at least one compartmenf is indefinite because it is not 
made explicitly clear who or what is doing the managing. 

g. In claim 20, the terms "at least one process can be associated with said at least 
one compartment and said at least one compartment defines accessibility of resources for 
said at least one process" and "at least one command-line utility executable to manipulate 
said at least one compartment" are indefinite because it is not made explicitly clear in the 
claim language whether there is one process associated with one compartment (or more), 
and so on. In addition, it is not made explicitly clear who is doing the manipulating of 
the compartment. 

4. Claim 10 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being incomplete for 
omitting essential structural cooperative relationships of elements, such omission amounting to a 
gap between the necessary structuralconnections. See MPEP § 2172.01. The omitted structural 
cooperative relationships are: a) "at least one processor" to "at least one compartmenf and b) 
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"at least one processor" to "management". In addition, it is unclear in the claim language 
whether one processor is assigned to one compartmenf (or multiple compartments). 



Claim Rejections -35 USC §102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S. C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 35 1(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the Enghsh language. 

5* Claims 1 and 3 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Purdy et 
al. (hereinafter Purdy) (US 6,115,719). 

6. As to claim 1, Purdy teaches a method of administering a processor-based system, said 
method comprising the steps of: 

implementing at least one compartment (component with containment) for containing at 
least one process executable (script) on said processor-based system (see Abstract and Fig, 4, 
item 86); and manipulating said at least one compartment (modifying software components) (see 
Abstract). 

7. As stated previously, Purdy teaches manipulating the compartment and it is inherent that 
there is an operating system command-hne utility (computer instructions or scripts) for the 
manipulating because without them, the manipulating could not occur. 
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8 As to claim 3, Purdy teaches wherein said at least one process is labeled to identify the 
compartment in which it is contained (Fig. 4, items 66 and 82). 

9 Claims 10, 12, 15 and 19 are rejected under 35 U-S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Manukyan (US 6,687,733 B2). 

1 0. As to claim 10, Manukyan teaches a system comprising: 
at least one processor (col. 8, lines 25-26)', 

an operating system implementing at least one compartment (component) to which at 
least one process executable on said system can be associated (coL 8, lines 25-38); 

at least one configuration file defining said at least one compartment (coL 11, lines 29- 
47); and 

for performing management of said at least one compartment without requiring that a 
user (administrator) edit said at least one configuration file in which said at least one component 
is defined (col 25, lines 30-34, col 16, lines 25-41, col 11, lines 29-47), 

11, As to claim 12, Manukyan teaches wherein said performing management of said at least 
one compartment comprises manipulating said at least one compartment (col 11, lines 29-46), 
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12, As to claim 15, Manukyan teaches wherein said performing management of said at least 
one compartment comprises switching from a first compartment to a second compartment (coL 

12. lines 42-57). 

13. As to claim 19, it is rejected for the same reasons as stated in the rejection of claim 10. In 
addition, Manukyan teaches an operating system command- hne utility (commands include a set 
of sequence or instructions and operations that are executed) for the management/manipulation 
(col, 11 lines 29-42). 

14. Claims 20 and 24 are rejected under 35 U,S,C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Hyndman et al. (hereinafter Hyndman) (US 6,449,643 Bl). 

15. As to claim 20, Hyndman teaches a computer-readable medium including instructions 
executable by a processor, said computer-readable medium comprising: 

library (access control library) of software functions for managing at least one 
compartment (building block or component) implemented by an operating system, wherein at 
least one process can be associated with said at least one compartment and said at least one 
compartment defines accessibility of resources for said at least one process associated therewith 
(coL 1, lines 34-46 and see Abstract)', and 

said library of software ftinctions includes at least one command-line utility executable to 
manipulate (editing) said at least one compartment (see Abstract). 
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16. As stated previously, Hyndman teaches manipulating the compartment with a graphical 
user interface (GUI) and it is inherent ^hat there is an operating system command-line utility 
(computer instructions or scripts) for the manipulating because without them, the manipulating 
could not occur. 

17. As to claim 24, it is rejected for the same reasons as stated in the rejection of claim 20. In 
addition, Hyndman teaches implementing and manipulating at least one rule (col 2, lines 26-29). 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S. C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

18. Claims 2 and 7-9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Purdy et al. (hereinafter Purdy) (US 6,115,719) in view of Hyndman et al. (hereinafter 
Hyndman) (US 6,449,643 Bl), 

19. As to claim 2, Purdy fails to explicitly teach wherein said at least one compartment 
defines whether said at least one process contained therein is allowed access to particular system 
resources. However, Hyndman teaches storing access control data pertinent to components 
including all resources accessible to the building blocks (see Abstract), It would have been 
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obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to include the 
feature of at least one compartment defines whether said at least one process contained therein is 
allowed access to particular system resources in order to increase the security by obtaining the 
information needed to allow access to the users that have the rights or privileges (see Abstract). 

20. As to claim 7, Purdy fails to expHcitly teach wherein said implementing step comprises 
providing at least one rule that defines containment of said at least one compartment in at 
least one configuration file. However, Hyndman teaches a rule-based system for containment 
(access control) for compartments (building blocks or components) (coL 1, lines 34-46, col 2, 
lines 26-30, see Abstract). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to include the feature of providing at least one rule that defines 
containment of said at least one compartment in at least one configuration file to the existing 
system of Purdy in order to increase the security by providing access control and privileges (col. 
2, lines 26-30 and Abstract). 

21 . As to claim 8, it is rejected for the same reasons as stated in the rejections of claims 1 and 
7. 

22. As to claim 9, Hyndman teaches adding a new rule for a particular component, removing 
an existing rule for a particular component with the use of privileges and the administrator has 
the listing of all the rules (coL 2, lines 26-30 and Abstract). 
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23 Claim 4 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Purdy et aL 
(hereinafter Purdy) (US 6,115,719) in view of Thalhammer-Reyero (US 5,930,154). 

24. As to claim 4, Purdy fails to explicitly teach adding a new compartment, renaming an 
existing compartment, removing an existing compartment, resizing an existing compartment, 
adding a process to a compartment, and removing a process fi'om a compartment. However, 
Thalhammer-Reyero teaches adding a new compartment, renaming an existing compartment, 
removing an existing compartment, resizing an existing compartment, adding a process to a 
compartment, and removing a process from a compartment (col 5, lines 39-47, coL IS, lines 10- 
15, col 19, lines 60-67 through col 20, lines 1-4, col 27, lines 5-13, col 30, lines 19-20, and 
col 40, lines 3-13). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to include the feature of adding a new compartment, renaming an existing 
compartment, removing an existing compartment, resizing an existing compartment, adding a 
process to a compartment, and removing a process from a compartment to the existing system of 
Purdy in order to increase the control by allowing adjustments of compartments. 

25. Claims 5 and 6 are rejected under 35 U.S.C, 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Purdy et al. (hereinafter Purdy) (US 6,115,719) in view of Manukyan (US 6,687,733 B2), 
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26. As to claim 5, Purdy fails to explicitly teach defining said at least one compartment in at 
least one configuration file. However, Manukyan teaches defining at least one compartment in at 
least one configuration file (col 11, lines 29-47). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time the invention was made to include the feature of defining at least one 
compartment in at least one configuration file to increase the functionality of the system because 
the configuration file allows for services to be delivered (col 11, lines 29-47). 

27. As to claim 6, Manukyan teaches wherein said at least one command-line utility is 
executable (commands include a set of sequence or instructions and operations that are executed) 
to manipulate said at least one compartment without requiring a user to edit said at least one 
configuration file (col 25, lines 30-34, col 11, lines 39-43). 

28 Claims 11 and 14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Manukyan (US 6,687,733 B2) in view of Fletcher et al. (hereinafter Fletcher) (US 
6,009,274), 

29, As to claim 1 1 , Manukyan fails to explicitly teach wherein said means for performing 
management of said at least one compartment further enables management actions initiated via 
said means for performing management to be performed dynamically, without requiring that the 
system be re-booted in order for said management actions to be effective within said system. 
However, Fletcher teaches an agent that manages components (compartments) dynamically, 
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without having to actually reboot the system (col 9, lines 3-16), It would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to include the feature of 
wherein said means for performing management of said at least one compartment further enables 
management actions initiated via said means for performing management to be performed 
dynamically, without requiring that the system be re-booted in order for said management 
actions to be effective within said system to the existing system of Manukyan in order to increase 
the convenience and practicality (coL 9, lines 3-16), 

30. As to claim 14, it is rejected for the same reasons as stated in the rejection of claim 11. 

3 1 Claim 13 is rejected under 35 U*S*C, 103(a) as being unpatentable over Manukyan 
(US 6,687,733 B2) in view of Thalliammer-Reyero (US 5,930,154), 

32, As to claim 13, Manukyan fails to expHcitly teach adding a new compartment, renaming 
an existing compartment, removing an existing compartment, resizing an existing compartment, 
adding a process to a compartment, and removing a process from a compartment. However, 
Thalhammer-Reyero teaches adding a new compartment, renaming an existing compartment, 
removing an existing compartment, resizing an existing compartment, adding a process to a 
compartment, and removing a process from a compartment (col. 5, lines 39-47, col 13, lines 10- 
15, col 19, lines 60-67 through col 20, lines 1-4, col 27, lines 5-13, col 30, lines 19-20, and 
col 40, lines 3-13), It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 



Application/Control Number: 09/896,385 Page 12 

Art Unit: 2127 

invention was made to include the feature of adding a new compartment, renaming an existing 
compartment, removing an existing compartment, resizing an existing compartment, adding a 
process to a compartment, and removing a process from a compartment to the existing system of 
Manukyan in order to increase the control by allowing adjustments of compartments. 



33. Claims 16-18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Manukyan (US 6,687,733 B2) in view of Hyndman et aL (hereinafter Hyndman) (US 
6,449,643 Bl). 

34. As to claim 16, Manukyan teaches at least one configuration file including at least one 
rule defining containment of said at least one compartment. However, Hyndman teaches a rule- 
based system for containment (access control) for compartments (building blocks or 
components) (col /, lines 34-46, col 2, lines 26-30, see Abstract). It would have been obvious 
to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to include the feature of 
providing at least one rule that defines containment of said at least one compartment in at least 
one configuration file to the existing system of Manukyan in order to increase the security by 
providing access control and privileges (col. 2, lines 26-30 and Abstract). 

35. As to claim 17, Hyndman teaches wherein said performing management of said at least 
one compartment comprises manipulating said at least one rule (coL 1, lines 56-60 and col 2, 
lines 26-37 and Abstract) . 
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36, As to claim 18, Hyndman teaches adding a new rule for a particular component, 
removing an existing rule for a particular component with the use of privileges and the 
administrator has the listing of all the rules (col 2, lines 26-30 and Abstract) , 

37. Claim 21 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Hyndman et 
aL (hereinafter Hyndman) (US 6,449,643 Bl) in view of Thalhammer-Reyero (US 
5,930,154). 

As to claim 21, Hyndman fails to explicitly teach adding a new compartment, renaming an 
existing compartment, removing an existing compartment, resizing an existing compartment, 
adding a process to a compartment, and removing a process from a compartment. However, 
Thalhammer-Reyero teaches adding a new compartment, renaming an existing compartment, 
removing an existing compartment, resizing an existing compartment, adding a process to a 
compartment, and removing a process from a compartment (col. 5, lines 39-47, col 13, lines 10- 
15, col 19, lines 60-67 through col 20, lines 1-4, col 27, lines 5-13, col 30, lines 19-20, and 
col 40, lines 3-13), It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to include the feature of adding a new compartment, renaming an existing 
compartment, removing an existing compartment, resizing an existing compartment, adding a 
process to a compartment, and removing a process from a compartment to the existing system in 
order to increase the control by allowing adjustments of compartments. 
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38. Claims 22 and 23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Hyndman et al. (hereinafter Hyndman) (US 6,449,643 Bl) in view of Manukyan (US 
6,687,733 B2). 

39. As to claim 22, Hyndman fails to explicitly teach defining said at least one compartment 
in at least one configuration file. However, Manukyan teaches defining at least one compartment 
in at least one configuration file (col 11, lines 29-47). It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to include the feature of defining at 
least one compartment in at least one configuration file to the existing system of Hyndamn in 
order to increase the functionality of the system because the configuration file allows for services 
to be delivered (col 11, lines 29-47). 

40. As to claim 23, it is rejected for the same reasons as stated in the rejection of claim 10. In 
addition, Manukyan teaches performing manipulation of said at least one compartment without 
requiring that a user (administrator) edit said at least one configuration file in which said at least 
one component is defined (col 25, lines 30-34, col 16, lines 25-41, col 11, lines 29-47). 
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Conclusion 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Kenneth Tang whose telephone number is (571) 272-3772, The 
examiner can normally be reached on 8:30AM - 6:00PM, Every other Friday off 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Meng-Ai An can be reached on (571) 272-3756. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an apphcation may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for pubhshed apphcations 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EEC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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